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Nov 15, 2000

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration kan,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intce their own
set-top boxes, remains good peolicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competiticn prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
gbility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
conpetition spurred on by the integraticn ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if vable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1}.
Sincerely,
Mr. Chad Smith

741 Dunedin St
Toms River, NJ 08753-4500
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Fadorat gf?'mmunica:ions Commission
FCC Public Comments 08 of the Secretary
545 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dct 8, 2006

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
legltimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1396, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatiocn
and harming consumers. The "inteqgration ban™ will also help

market competiticon prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of &
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
1he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition,

?lease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. David Weeks
28912 Minton St
Livonia, MI 48150~31Z20
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FCC Public Comments Federal Communicay;
445 12th Street SW Office of the Secre?:r';fmlssmn
Washington, DC 20554

Oct 12, 2006

A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Leglitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a} (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nther cakble providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cakle subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Russell Ainbinder

25 Wooded Way
Talverton, NY 11933-9705
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Federal Gommunications Commission
Office of the Secretary

oot 12, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washingteon, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizcon, and all
vther cable providers. The FCC's "integration kan,"™ which in

effect requires cable companies to inftegrate CazbleCARDs into their own
set~-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“enceding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certailn uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticn ban, ceonsumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available., The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} .
Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Weakly
2330 Devonshire Dr
Lincoln, NE 68506-3021
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EFCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration kan,"” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1994, cable
coempanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
warticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to chocse the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-tocp boxes are unchecked by
competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1},
Sincerely,
Mr. John Schiffern

1224 NZ4
Lincoln, NE 58503
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FCC Public Comments iy 7

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7€.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
sel-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The “integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits {"encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, ceonsumers would have
rhe freesdom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting ncn-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition,

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Devin Howard

324 NW Innis Arden Dr
Shoreline, WA 9%8177-3215

No. of Conies rec’d, 0
List ABCDE




oct 11, 2006

g
FCC Public Cormments &h@ Miss,
Gy " SSioyy
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a congsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban,"™ which in

cffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years aftter the Telecomrmunications Act of 19%c6, cable
conmpanies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscrikers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content pretection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance cof allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedem to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Mark McGlone
18638 Caminito Cantilena Apt 270
San Diego, CA 92128-1054
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